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Introduction 
T HIS STUDY measured the immedi-ate economic impact of the Uni-
versity of Nebraska at Omaha on the 
Omaha Standard Metropolitan Statistical 
Area 1 in 1980-81. It focused only on 
the expenditures of the university itself, 
its faculty and staff, students, and visitors, 
and the multiplicative effect resulting 
from the spending of those dollars within 
the local economy. It did not examine 
more long-range or indirect economic 
impacts-e.g., the impact of the presence 
of the university upon the area's ability 
to attract new employers or key managers 
of established firms. Although the study 
noted the increased earnings resulting 
from a college degree, it did not make 
any other measurement of the value of 
a college education to the recipient, 
his/her family, or his/her community. 
Similarly, it did not measure the quality 
or value of the education, research, or 
services the university provides. 
Since the major mission of the uni-
versity is the "Acquisition, transmission, 
and dissemination of knowledge ... ",2 
this study, in effect, focused on a by-
product of the university rather than 
upon its intended output. 
The methodology used in the study 
was adapted from Cleveland State Uni-
versity Economic Impact Study by 
Edric A. Weld, Jr. (1981) and John 
Caffrey and Herbert Isaacs' Estimating 
the Impact of a College or University 
on the Local Economy (1972). Data 
were obtained from published reports 
and university records. 
This report focused first on the impact 
of university expenditure upon the 
economy of the Omaha SMSA, then 
estimated the impact of expenditure by 
faculty/staff, students, and visitors. These 
were combined into a single impact, 
eliminating double counting. An addi-
tional analysis estimated the economic 
impact of the university within the frame-
work of 1) the infusion of new dollars 
into the local economy ("export effect"), 
2) the economic consequences if UNO 
did not exist ("substitution effect"), 
and 3) the effect of the respending 
money within the local economy ("multi-
plier effect"). The impact of added 
income for alumni attributed to a college 
degree was also noted. 
University Expenditure 
Expenditures by the University of 
Nebraska at Omaha totaled $39.0 million 
for the academic year 1980-81. (See 
Table 1.) Employee compensation totaled 
$24.2 million. This amount affected the 
local economy through spending and 
saving decisions of faculty and staff. 
To avoid double counting, this amount 
was subtracted from the total expendi-
ture. Scholarship funds of $1.4 million 
were also excluded here, since spending 
decisions on his amount are shifted from 
the university to student r~ipients. 
The amount spent by the university 
on goods and services was $13.3 million. 
Assuming a local expenditure rate of 70 
percent,3 an estimated $9.3 million was 
spent within the Omaha SMSA during 
1980-81. 
Faculty, Staff Expenditure 
The University of Nebraska at Omaha 
employed 1,057 full-time equivalent 
faculty and staff during the 1980-81 
year.4 Of these, 633 were staff members 
and 424 were faculty. (See Table 2.) The 
majority (96.4 percent) of faculty and 
staff ·resided within the Omaha SMSA. 
Income and expenditure of faculty 
and staff residing within the SMSA were 
analyzed separately from those of faculty 
and staff outside the SMSA since their 
expenditure patterns were assumed to be 
somewhat different. 
The total impact of expenditure by 
faculty and staff is shown in Table 3. 
Faculty and staff residing within the 
Omaha SMSA had an expenditure of 
$16.2 million. The assumption was made 
that for this group 90 percent of all 
non-housingS expenditure took place 
within the SMSA, and 10 percent was 
spent outside. 6 All of the housing related 
expenditure was assumed to take place 
TABLE 1 
INSTITUTIONAL EXPENDITURE WITHIN THE OMAHA SMSA 
Total expenditure $39,032,409 
Less compensation of employees - 24,245,644 
Less scholarships (see student account) - 1.449,766 
Equals expenditure on goods and services $13,336,999 
Assumed percentage spent locally 70% 
Total expenditure made to local firms $ 9,335,899 
Source: University of Nebraska at Omaha Financial Statements, year ended June 30, 
1981. Assumed percentage spent locally was derived from estimate by Purchasing 
Department. 
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TABLE 2 
NUMBER OF FACULTY AND STAFF 
Full Time Part Time Full Time Equivalent~/ 
Faculty~/ 372 174 424 
StaffEI 603 101 633 
-- -- --
Total 975 275 1,057 
~~Average of fall, 1980 and spring, 1981; Source: Institutional Research Department, UNO. 
- Average of fall, 1980 and spring, 1981 ; Source: Personnel Department, UNO. 
!:_/Full time +.30 part time (.30 = ratio of classes taught by part time to full time based on 
survey of col lege deans and estimate in Edric Weld, Jr., Qeve/and State University Economic 
Impact Study, 1981). 
within the SMSA. Faculty and staff 
residing in the SMSA spent $15.1 million 
($10.4 million non-housing and $4.7 
million housing) within the Omaha 
metropolitan area. They spent $1.2 
million outside the SMSA. 
The expenditure of non-SMSA resi-
dents was $.6 million. Based on the 
assumption that none of the housing 
related expenditure and 10 percent of 
the non-housing expenditure was spent 
within the SMSA, non-SMSA residents 
spent less than $50,000 within the 
SMSA. 
The University of Nebraska at Omaha 
faculty and staff spent $15.1 million 
within the SMSA and $1.7 million out-
side the SMSA. 
Student Expenditure 
The University of Nebraska at Omaha 
had an average of 14,864 students enrolled 
during the 1980-81 academic year. As 
typical in many urban universities, more 
of these students attended part time 
than full time. The economic impact 
model developed by John Caffrey and 
Herbert Isaacs for the American Council 
on Education (ACE), based on the more 
traditional residential college where part-
time students are a rarity, treated these 
students as visitors when calculating 
the university 's economic impact. 7 Edric 
Weld for his study of Cleveland State 
University, on the other hand, recognized 
that part-time students are a major factor 
in the urban university and therefore 
included them by using the concept of 
full-time equivalent student (FTE). This 
study followed Weld's lead. It used the 
FTE calculations of the university, which 
divides the number of credit hours 
generated by part-time students by 12 
for undergraduates and nine for graduate 
students. This resulted in a total student 
FTE of 10,488 which was used through-
out the remainder of this study, although 
the economic impact of several part-time 
students might not be the same as one 
full-time student. The data are shown in 
Table 4. 
Most (94.1 percent) UNO students 
resided within the Omaha SMSA and 
most of these within Douglas and Sarpy 
Counties. Only 1.4 percent of all students 
T ABLE 3 
EXPEND ITURE BY FACU LTY/STAFF 
Housing RelatedE/ Non-housing Related!:./ 
In Outside In Outside 
SMSA SMSA SMSA SMSA 
SMSA residents~/ $4,655,004 - $10,408,070 $1,156,452 
Sub-total $4,655,004 $11 ,564,522 
Non-SMSA residents - $173,838 $43,187 $388,684 
Sub-total $173,838 $431,871 
Totals $4,655,004 $173,838 $10.451,257 $1,545,136 
$4,828,842 $11,996,393 
listed Pottawattamie County, Iowa as 
their home. The remaining 5.9 percent 
lived elsewhere in Nebraska, Iowa, or 
other states. 
As with faculty/staff expenditure, the 
proportions of student expenditure made 
within the SMSA differed with place of 
residence. 
A summary of this expenditure spent 
within and outside of the SMSA is 
reported in Table 5. 8 The assumption 
was made that for non-SMSA residents 
tuition and 10 percent of the non-housing 
budget other than tuition were spent in 
the Omaha SMSA, and all other expendi-
tures were outside. For SMSA residents 
tuition, housing, and 90 percent of the 
non-housing budget other than tuition 
was spent in the Omaha SMSA, and the 
remainder was spent outside. Students 
living within the Omaha SMSA, therefore, 
spent $49.4 million within the SMSA 
and $1.9 million outside of it. Students 
living outside of the SMSA spent only 
$.7 million in the SMSA, and $2.6 
million outside. 
The total expenditure of UNO students 
within the Omaha SMSA for the 1980-81 
year was $50.1 million. 
Avoiding Double Counting 
Several adjustments were necessary to 
avoid double counting. For example; 
part of the students' expenditure included 
tuition and purchase of books. Both of 
these were spent at the university and 
have already appeared as part of its 
impact on the economy. 
Table 6 indicates these adjustments. 
The total of $24.0 million spent by the 
students on housing and food in the 
SMSA was reduced by $. 7 million, which 
Total 
In Outside 
SMSA SMSA 
$15,063,074 $1,156,452 
$16,219,526 
$43,187 $562,522 
$605,709 
$15,106,261 $1,718,974 
$16,825,235 
~/ 96.4 percent of faculty/staff reside in the Omaha Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area of Douglas and Sarpy Counties in Nebraska and 
Pottawattamie County in Iowa . 
.Q/ Intermediate, metropolitan area urban budget (for family of 4), autumn 1980 
Housing related 
= 28.7 percent 
Budget minus taxes, F ICA 
El The assumption is made that 90 percent of the non-housing budget is spent in the area of residence. 
TABLE 4 
NUMBER OF STUDENTS ENROLLED 
Students~/ Full Time Eguivalent~/ 
Full Time Part Tjme Total Full Time Part Time!.?/ Total 
Undergraduate 6,571 6,251 12,822 6,571 2,814 9,385 
Graduate 306 1,736 2,042 306 797 1,103 
--
-- --- -- --
---
Total 6,877 7,987 14,864 6,877 3,611 10,488 
~/Average of fall. 1980 and spring, 1981; Source: UNO Enrollment Statistics (fall, 1980; 
spring, 1981) Office of the Registrar. 
.Q/ Part-time FTE calculated by dividing all credit hours generated by part-time students by 
12 for undergraduates and nine for graduate students. 
represents the amount assumed to have 
been spent on campus. This was computed 
by taking 90 percent of the income 
earned by Food Service. (Since student 
FTE is 90.8 percent of the total student 
and staff FTE at UNO, approximately 
90 percent of this income was assumed 
to be derived from students). The net 
amount of housing/food expenditure by 
students within the SMSA, therefore, 
was $23.3 million. 
Other student expenditure within the 
SMSA was reduced by the $9.6 million 
they spent on tuition and fees and the 
$2.1 million they spent on campus. The 
latter was calculated by taking 90 percent 
of all auxiliary enterprise income except 
Food Service used in the prior calculation 
and the Student Center which was 
assumed to be covered by student fees. 
Student expenditure for non-housing/ 
food spent off-campus, therefore, was 
$14.4 million 
The total student expenditure impact 
on the SMSA was $37.7 million. 
Visitor Expenditure 
The University of Nebraska at Omaha 
drew an estimated 1,270 visitors to 
conferences held at its Peter Kiewit 
Conference Center during the 1980-81 
year. Based on an average stay of two and 
a half days and an estimate of $57 per 
day of local expenditure, 9 these visitors 
brought $.2 million into the Omaha area 
economy. This is a conservative estimate 
of visitor impact, and it does not include 
visiting speakers or performers, athletic 
event participants or spectators, or 
UNO-sponsored conferences held else-
where in Omaha. 
Total Expenditure 
One method of calculating the 
economic impact of the University of 
Nebraska at Omaha upon the Omaha 
SMSA economy is based upon the 
expenditure of the university, its faculty 
and staff, students, and visitors. These 
expenditure totals, adjusted for double 
counting, are shown in Table 7. Total 
expenditure in 1980-81 was $62.3 
million. Students accounted for the 
largest expenditure, $3 7.7 million or 
60.5 percent of the total. The faculty 
and staff accounted for $15.1 million 
or 24.3 percent. The university sector 
spent $9.3 million or 15.0 percent. 
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Additional Economic Factors 
A second method of calculating the 
economic impact of the university would 
consider the infusion of new dollars into 
the area (the "export effect"), the 
economic consequences if the university 
did not exist (the "substitution effect"), 
and the added impact of these stimuli 
due to respending money within the local 
economy (the "multiplier effect"). 
As shown in Table 8, a total of $22.0 
million in external funds was generated 
by the university in 1980-81. The largest 
share of these funds was the state appro-
priation ($19.1 million), but the total 
also included federal grants and contracts 
($1.5 million), tuition and expenditure of 
non-SMSA students ($. 7 million), and 
visitor expenditure ($.2 million) as well 
as expenditure in the local economy by 
employees living outside of the SMSA. 
If the infusion of money into the 
area (export effect) is a stimulus to the 
economy, then the loss or leakage of 
expenditure out of the area (import 
effect) must also be considered to deter-
mine the net stimulus to the local 
economy. These leakages included the 
university 's purchases of goods and 
services from non-local sources ($4.0 
million), the expenditure of local 
faculty/staff outside of the SMSA ($1.2 
million), expenditure of local students 
outside of the SMSA ($1.9 million), 
the expenditure outside of the local area 
by non-local faculty/staff ($.6 million), 
the federal and state taxes withheld 
($3.6 million), and the money for FICA 
and retirement contributions made by the 
university and employees ($4.0 million). 
These leakages totaled $15.1 million, and 
when this was deducted from $22.0 
million of external funds, the result was a 
net impact of $6.8 million. 
TABLE 5 
EQU IVALENT STUDENTS~/ SUMMARY OF EXPENDITURES BY FULL TIME 
Housing/Food Non-Housing/FoodEI Total 
In Outside In Outside In Outside 
SMSA SMSA SMSA SMSA SMSA SMSA 
SMSA residents $23,995,590 - $25,405,811 $1,857.899 $49,401,401 $1 ,857,899 
Sub-total $23,995,590 $27,263,710 $51 ,259 ,300 
Non-SMSA residents - $1,505,140 $661,214 $1 ,048,446 $661.214 $2,553,586 
Sub-total $1,505,140 $1,709,660 $3,214,800 
Totals $23,995,590 $1,505,140 $26,067,025 $2,906,345 $50,062,615 $4,411,485 
$25,500,730 $28,973,370 $54,474,100 
~/Based on student expenditure budget compiled by Financial Aids Office. 
!}_/Based on assumption that 90 percent of non-housing/food expend itures other than tuition are made in the area of residence. 
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The presence of the university may be 
assumed to attract faculty and students 
from outside of the SMSA, as well as to 
prevent some SMSA residents from 
leaving the area to work or to attend 
college (and to spend their incomes). 
The potential loss to the economy of 
expenditure by students if UNO did 
not exist is shown in Table 9. If UNO 
did not exist some students would attend 
other colleges in the Omaha area (e.g., 
Metropolitan Technical Community 
College or private institutions such as 
Creighton University), some would not 
attend any university at all, and some 
would attend schools outside of the 
metropolitan area. If the assumption 
is made that these alternatives would be 
equally likely to occur, then one-third 
of the students (or 3,496) would not be 
TABLE 6 
ADJUSTMENTS TO STUDENT EXPENDITURE 
IN OMAHA SMSA 
Housing/food expenditure in SMSA $23,995,590 
Less 90 percent of auxiliary food service income . 683,897 
Net 23,311,693 
Non-housing/food expenditure in SMSA 26,067,025 
Less tuition/fees • 9,574,261 
Less 90 percent of other auxiliary income~/ . 2,138.409 
Net 14,354,355 
Total student expenditure impact in SMSA $37,666,048 
~/Excluding Student Center, which is assumed to be covered by student fees. 
TABLE 7 
CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNTS OF TOTAL EXPENDITURE WITHIN THE SMSA 
BY THE UNIVERSITY, ITS FACULTY, AND STUDENTS (FTE ADJUSTED) 
Housing Non-housing Total Percent 
Related Related Amount Share 
University~/ b $ 9,335,899 $ 9,335,899 15.0 
Faculty and staff- 1 $ 4,655,004 10.451,257 15,106,261 24.3 
Students.£/ 23,311,693 14,354,355 37,666,048 60.5 
Visitors£!/ 180.975 180,975 .3 
---
Total expenditure 100. 1 ~/ inside SMSA $27,966,697 $34,322.486 $62,289,183 
.£1 From Table 1 
}2/ From Table 3 
.£1 From Table 6 
.Q/ Number of visitors and average length of stay estimated by College of Continuing Studies. 
Estimates of expenditure from the Chamber of Commerce. ~?Total does not equal 100 percent due to rounding. 
TABLE 8 
SUMMARY OF FUNDING GENERATED FROM EXTERNAL SOURCES 
UNIVERSITY RELATED ACTIVITIES, BY SOURCE 
External funds received directly by the university 
State app ropr iati ons 
State grants and contracts 
Federal grants and contracts 
Subtotal 
Tuition and expenditures of non-SMSA students 
Tuition 
Expenditure 
Subtotal 
Expenditure of non-SMSA faculty/staff 
Expenditure by visitors to university 
Total funds generated from external sources 
$19,095,701 
481,687 
1,511,373 
$21 ,088,761 
544,720 
116.494 
661,214 
43,187 
180,975 
$21,974,137 
in Omaha.1 0 Since total expenditure in 
the SMSA by the 10,488 UNO students 
totaled $50.1 million, or an average of 
$4,773, then this represents a potential 
loss in expenditure of $16.7 million. 
Similarly, if UNO did not exist, some 
faculty and staff would still find employ-
ment in the Omaha SMSA. For these 
calculations, the assumption was made 
that all non-faculty (professional-technical 
or B-line, and office-service or C-line 
employees) would seek and find other 
employment in the area. The assumption 
was also made that all faculty and 
administrators (A-line employees) who 
had strong ties to the area, as measured 
by completing their last degrees at a 
Nebraska university, would remain in the 
Omaha area. Even with these very con-
servative assumptions, 75 percent (or 
318) of the 1980-81 FTE faculty would 
not be in Omaha if UNO did not exist. 
Given average faculty /staff expenditures 
of $14,292 in the SMSA, this means a 
potential loss of $4.5 million. (See 
Table 10.) 
The total indirect impact due to the 
substitution effect, therefore, was $21.2 
million. 
When the direct stimulus of $6.8 
million was added to the indirect stimulus 
of $21.2 million, the result was an 
impact of $28.1 million.ll When a single 
simple multiplier of 2.0 was used, the 
result was a total impact of $56.1 million. 
(See Table 11.) This analysis did not 
include any consideration of the impact 
of additional alumni earnings attributable 
to gaining degrees from UNO and remain-
ing residents of the Omaha SMSA . 
Alumni Impact 
The University of Nebraska at Omaha 
as an urban university has a special appeal 
to the residents of the area and does not 
attract many students from distant areas. 
Similarly, a high proportion of its gradu-
ates still reside in the metropolitan area. 
As a result much of the economic benefits 
derived from a college education remain 
in the metropolitan area. This factor was 
ignored in the model developed by 
Caffrey and Isaacs which focused on 
residential colleges that drew their 
students from a wide area and dispersed 
their alumni to a wide area. The 1974 
study of the economic impact of UNo,12 
on the other hand, considered this factor, 
and this study includes it as well. 
According to the Alumni Office, its 
mailing list of graduates includes 15,173 
who live in the metropolitan area. A 1979 
study of alumni conducted by CAUR 
found that 64.4 oercent of the alumni in 
the randomly drawn sample were male 
and 3 5.6 percent were female.l3 A later 
survey using a weighted sample reported 
63.1 percent of the respondents were 
male and 36.9 percent female .14 A 
reasonable assumption, therefore, was 
that 65 percent of the alumni residing 
locally were male. Calculations, therefore, 
were based on 9,862 males and 5,311 
females. 
A study released in 1981 by the 
Bureau of tne Census based on mcome 
data for 1979 indicated that the median 
income for all males 25 years old and 
over who had completed four years of 
high school was $15,5 22 while the 
median for those who had completed 
four years of college was $20,228. 
The economic value of a college edu-
cation for males, therefore, can be 
estimated to be $4,706 per year. Similar 
data for women were $5,325 for high 
school graduates and $8,312 for college 
graduates, for an increase of $2,987.15 
When the total income gain due to a 
college education was multiplied by the 
number of male and female alumni 
residing in the SMSA, the result was 
a local economic impact of $62.3 million 
per year. (See Table 12.) 
Conclusion 
The major findings of this study on 
the economic impact of the University of 
Nebraska at Omaha in 1980-81 are the 
following: 
1. The total expenditure (excluding 
double counting) within the Omaha 
SMSA by the university, its faculty/staff, 
students, and visitors was $62.3 million. 
A) Total expenditure by the uni-
versity was $9.3 million. 
B) Total expenditure by the fac-
ulty /staff was $15.1 million. 
C) Total expenditure by the stu· 
dents was $37.7 million. 
D) Total expenditure by visitors 
at conferences was $.2 million. 
2. The increase in the Omaha SMSA 
activity caused by the university was 
estimated as $56.1 million. 
A) This included $22.0 million of 
external funds brought into the local 
economy, less $1 5.1 million of expendi-
ture outside the area, for a net stimulus 
to the Omaha SMSA economy of $6.8 
million. 
B) Indirect impacts, due to spend-
ing by faculty and students in the SMSA 
because of UNO's existence, were esti-
mate, as $21.2 million. 
C) This combined impact of $28.1 
million, when a multiplier of 2.0 was 
used to estimate the impact of respending 
Pa e 5 
TABLE 9 
POTENTIAL LOSS TO SMSA ECONOMY OF EXPENDITURE BY STUDENTS 
IF UNO D ID NOT EX IST 
Expenditure per FTE student 
Average expenditure of FTE students in Omaha SMSA~/ $4,773 
FTE students who might not be in Omaha S~SA without UNO 
(One third of 1980-81 FTE enrollment).ll 3,496 
Potential loss in local expenditure $16,686.408 
. 9./Total expenditure by students within SMSA (Table 5) divided by number of FTE students. 
J?/ Estimate from Edric A. Weld, Jr., Cleveland State University Economic Impact Study, 1981. 
TABLE 10 
POTENTIAL LOSS TO SMSA ECONOMY OF EXPENDITURE BY 
FACULTY AND STAFF IF UNO DID NOT EXIST 
Expenditure per FTE faculty/staff member 
Average expenditure of FTE faculty/staff member in Omaha SMSA_g_/ $14,292 
FTE faculty who might not be in Omaha SMSA without UNO 
(75 percent of 1980-81 FTE faculty).b/ 
318 
Potential loss in expenditure (318 x $14,292) $4,544,856 
_g_/Total expenditure by faculty/staff within SMSA (Table 3) divided by number of FTE 
faculty. 
_Q/ Based on estimate that if UNO did not exist, all the FTE staff and 25 percent of faculty 
would still be in SMSA. {Approximately 25 percent of faculty listed in 1980-81 catalog 
received their last degrees from a Nebraska university.) 
TABLE 11 
NET LOCAL EXPENDITURE GENERATED BY THE UNIVERSITY 
AND POSSIBLE MU LTIPLIER EFFECTS ON THE REG IONAL ECONOMY 
Direct stimuli (export effects) 
Funding from external sources $21,974,137 
Less payments to outside persons and organizations 15,133,457 
Subtotal : net stimulus to the regional economy $ 6,840,680 
Indirect impacts (substitution effects) 
Faculty and staff who would not be in SMSA without UNO $ 4,544,856 
Students' import substitution due to UNO 16,686,408 
Subtotal: indirect stimulus to the regional economy $21,231,264 
Combined stimulus 
Estimated net expend iture w ithin the SMSA 
generated by the presence of the university 
T imes assumed multiplier.21 
28,071,944 
2.0 
Equals possible increase in regional economic 
activity generated by university $56,143,888 
_g_/ Source: Estimate used by Edric A. Weld, Jr., Cleveland State University Economic Impact 
Study, 1981. 
in the area, produced an impact of 
$56.1 million. 
3. A total of $62.3 million of addi-
tional income attributable to alumni 
having college degrees was not included 
in these estimates of the university's 
economic impact . 
Over 15,000 UNO alumni reside in 
the Omaha SMSA. The average increased 
earnings for college graduates compared 
to high school graduates was $4,706 for 
males and $2,987 for females, so a total 
annual impact of $62.3 million (before 
taxes and other adjustments) was esti-
mated. 
1 Omaha-Council Bluffs SMSA includes 
Douglas and Sarpy Counties in Nebraska and 
Pottawattamie County in Iowa. 
2Board of Regents, Toward Excellence-[[: 
An Update of the Five-Year Plan for the Uni-
versity of Nebraska 1975-1980 (Lincoln, 
1974 ), p. 2. 
3This assumption was based on an estimate 
made by the Purchasing Department. 
4This number was based on an average of 
the full -time equivalent faculty and staff 
employed during fall, 1980 and spring, 1981. 
The number of faculty and staff employed 
during the 1980-8 1 year was obtained from 
Institutional Research and Personnel and was 
converted to full time equivalency. 
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5The percentage of expenditures going 
toward housing (28.7 percent) and non-housing 
(71.3 percent) was derived from the 1980 
annual budget for a four-person metropolitan 
family at the intermediate level of living, U.S. 
Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statis-
t ics, 1981. 
6These assumptions are sim ilar to Edric A. 
Weld, Jr., Cleveland State University Economic 
Impact Study . 
7 John Caffrey and Herbert Isaacs, Estimat-
ing the Impact of a College or University on 
the Local Economy, p. 14. 
8 Lack of actual data on marital and family 
status and residential patterns of students led 
to estimates based on national age-sex statistics 
(for marital status) and on data from a 1974 
CAU R survey of students (for residential 
patterns). Expenditure estimates were based on 
budgets used by the Financial Aids Office. 
9 Based on Chamber of Commerce state-
ment. 
1 0see Weld. Jr., op. cit., for similar assump-
tion. 
11 Direct and indirect stimuli add to $28.1 
million due to rounding. 
Volume X, Number 4 
TABLE 12 
ECONOM IC IMPACT OF UNO ALUMNI ON OMAHA SMSA 
Males Females Total 
UNO alumni residing in SMSA_g_/ 9,862 5,311 15,173 
Median income, 16 years of education, 25+ years old~j $20,228 $8,312 
Median income, 12 years of education, 25+ years old- 15,522 5,325 
---
Impact of college education $ 4,706 $2,987 
Total impact (persons x impact) $46,41 0,5 72 $15,863,957 $62,274,529 
_g_/ Estimate of alumni l iving in SMSA from Alumni Office. Estimate of proportion of males 
(65 percent) and females (35 percent) based on Paul Lee et at., University of Nebraska at 
Or:::..ha Alumni Survey, 1979. 
_Q Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, Current Populat ion Reports, Series P-60, No. 129, 
Money Income of Families and Persons in the United States: 1979, Table 52, pp. 21 1 and 
216. 
12Ralph Todd and Robert Blair, Economic 
Impact of the University of Nebraska at Omaha 
on the Omaha Economy (Omaha: CAUR, 
1974). 
13Paul Lee et al., University of Nebraska 
at Omaha Alumni Survey, (Omaha: CAUR. 
1979). 
14Rebecca S. Fahrlander, The Impact of 
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Alumni on the University of Nebraska at 
Omaha (Omaha: CAUR, 1982). 
15
u.s. Bureau of the Census, Current Popu-
lation Reports, Series P-60, No. 129, Money 
Income of Families and Persons in the United 
States: 1979 (Washington: U.S. Government 
Printing Office, 1981 ), Table 52, pp. 211 and 
216. 
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